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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 4-6, 8, 10-12, 14, 15, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Su (5632936). 

Su teaches the claimed device with a body (2), supporting plate (1 ), and 
supporting plate having an optically finished surface (Col. 2, line 54), a UV light as a 
curing agent (14), a vacuum system (4) communicating between the supporting plate 
and the body (Fig. 4). 

Su fails to teach the body having an opening for the template. 

There is a gap between the supporting body and body that is capable of holding 
a template. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the at to modify Su by 
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allowing a template to be placed within the opening (18) as it is capable of holding a 
template. 

4. Claims 3, 9, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Su (5632936) as applied to claims 1 , 8, and 14 above, and further in view of Chou 
(6482742). 

Su fails to teach the supporting plate formed from quartz, sapphire or silicon 
dioxide. 

Su teaches the body (2) also having the option of being optically finished, and 
made from glass or plastic. One skilled in the art would recognize these as equivalents 
to quartz, or silicon dioxide. In addition Chou describes transparent mold member being 
made from fuzed quartz or glass. Thereby one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Su 
with the supporting plate being formed from quartz as taught by Chou because it is an 
equivalent material for allowing UV transmission to pass through and to allow for curing 
of the material. 

5. Claims 7, 13, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Su (5632936) as applied to claims 1 , 8, and 14 above, and further in view of 
Rogers (6753131). 

Su fails to teach a reflective element connected to a portion of the body. 
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Rogers teaches reflective surfaces (80, 86, 88) of the plate (66, 84) and it allows 
for the light that passes through the article (60) to be reflected and pass through again 
(Figures 3A to 3D). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Su with 
reflective surfaces as taught by Rogers for changing the system and compounding the 
changes of angle from the article (Col. 3, lines 50-53). 



Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Emmanuel S. Luk whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 1 134. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 8 to 5 and 
alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Yogendra N. Gupta can be reached on (571) 272-1316. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




